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It's time individuals like Patrick Mooney 
(“Punish Iraq,” Wednesday, Jan. 9) and others 
who believe in the U.S. war against Iraq realize 
the true motives for an offensive attack. The 
reason for war, as Mr. Mooney says, is not to 
protect the sovereignty of a nation or to punish 
Iraq for its human rights abuses, it is simply to 
protect U.S. economic interests abroad. 


Inconsistent U.S. 
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If the quest for justice and the desire t!o bring 
basic human rights to Iraq's people is the reason 
for a U.S. attack, then U.S. foreign policy is in- 
consistent. President Bush and some legislators 
find it useful to quote Amnesty International 
human rights abuses when figures support 
economic goals. President Bush ponveniently 
forgets other outrageous human rights abuses in 
various other parts of the world, when money is 
not at stake. We all know in countless countries, 
including Kuwait, governments abuse basic 
human rights. Bush forgave the appalling inci- 
dent at Tianemen Square because China’s 
market Is too valuable for the U.S. to give up. Iq 
other words, President Bush gave up the quest 
for human rights and freedom for economic 
reasons, his number one priority. 

If the desire to uphold United Nations resolu- 
tions and protect the sovereignty of. nations is 
the reason for war, then again, U.S. foreign 
policy is inconsistent. The Iraqi occupation of 
Kuwait is not much different than the Israeli oc 
cupation of the West Bank. Both incidents are 
equally unjustified and against international law, 
yet the U.S. chose to uphold only the U.N. resolu- 
tion pertaining to the Iraqi attack. Again, the 
reason for inconsistency is economic. Israel has 
been a needy, consistent consumer of U.S. 
military goods and an ally in the region. Turning 
our backs on Israel would mean economic loss. . 
It is economically strategic, however, to lead the 
world in upholding the U.N. resolution deman- 
ding Iraq get out of Kuwait. After all.^he U.S. 

- relies heavilyon the oil in the region^ 

President Bush did not send over 400,000 troops 
to protect human rights or to protect the 
sovereignty of a nation. President Busty directed 
U.S. foreign policy after economic reasons. 
Although the U.S. has become less dependent on 
the region’s oil supply than it was in the 1970s, it 
still relies heavily on the oil from the Saudi’s and 
other Middle Eastern nations. ] 

Unfortunately, this unhealthy dependency is 
the primary reason for our presence. Other fac- 
tors, such as Mr. Hussein’s military power, have 
also led the president to send in the troops. No 
one is to blame for his supply of arms and his 
nuclear capabilities but Western nations such as 
the U.S. During the Iran-Iraq war the U.S. sup- 
ported Iraq with consistent shipments of arms. 
Isn’t it ironic our enemy may be using weaponry 
that we supplied? 

I am relying on my peers in colleges and 
universities across the country to come to a 
deeper understanding of the crisis than what the 
president is feeding us. I am angered and 
dismayed at the naivety of Mr. Mooney in think- 
ing we are staging this war for moral reasons. 
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